This paper contributes to the debate over the unity in Smith's corpus by emphasizing Smith's pervasive methodological approach based on an assumption of self-interest. Specifically, Smith consistently relies on equilibrium arguments to explain why a given pattern of economic, political, or social interaction is stable; and comparative static arguments to explain how a stable pattern changes. Some scholars have noted this technique in Smith's economics; however, missing in the literature is an appreciation for Smith's usage of equilibrium and comparative statics arguments virtually every topic that he studies. As we demonstrate, this includes his explanation of morality and benevolence; the theory of languages; the political economics of development; and his theories of law, politics, and government, such as the form of government, property rights, family structure, and virtue in his famous "four stages" theory of history. We close the paper by arguing that equilibrium and comparative statics analysis has significant implications for the contents of Smith's so-called "missing second book" on government, law, and jurisprudence. Finally, this approach makes it easier to see that Smith's historical jurisprudence is more than narrative: it contains a great many theoretical explanations in the form of equilibrium and comparative statics.
Introduction
Since the widespread rejection of 'Das Adam Smith Problem' in the last quarter of the twentieth century, scholars have searched for unity in the wide-ranging corpus of Adam Smith. -century German scholarship. These scholars argued that there exists a disconnect between Smith's Theory of Moral Sentiments, in which the primary force of social analysis is sympathy, and The Wealth of Nations, in which the primary force is self-interest. Ultimately, the idea of a fundamental break in Smith's thinking has been largely rejected, though the debate has evolved into one of reconciling the relationship between TMS and WN. Teichgraeber (1981) , Dickey (1986) , and Montes (2003b) discuss the historiography of "Das Adam Smith Problem." We take up a similar task in this paper by emphasizing a pervasive method in Smith's works, namely, his equilibrium and comparative statics arguments. Smith consistently relies on equilibrium arguments to explain why a given pattern of economic, political, or social interaction is stable; and comparative static arguments to explain how a stable pattern changes in response to a change in the environment. Smith's extensive use of comparative statics and equilibrium arguments across all his works makes an even stronger case for the methodological unity and cohesiveness of his oeuvre as an Enlightenment "science of man."
Many of Smith's most powerful ideas-from economics to jurisprudence to general principles of morality-rely on equilibrium and comparative static techniques. Indeed, these methods are a major reason why modern economists think of Smith as a founder of the discipline. As we demonstrate, Smith's equilibrium and comparative statics arguments extend well beyond the realm of economics. Many of his historical arguments about economic and political development are of this form, including his famous explanation for the stability of feudalism and the transition from feudalism to the commercial society (WN Book III and LJ(A) iv. LJ(B) 285-309: 521-30 ; see the analysis in Weingast 2017a). Similarly, Smith applies these methods in his explanation for the stability of the Roman Catholic Church's monopoly during the Middle Ages followed by the rise of competition in the Reformation (WN V.i.g:788-814; explored in Weingast 2017b).
These methods are also a central component of TMS, in which Smith uses a sophisticated equilibrium argument to explain why people act morally and a comparative static one to explain different forms of benevolence. His arguments in "Considerations Concerning the First Formations of Languages" also take this form. The student notes on his Lectures on Jurisprudence contain a great number of these arguments, such as Smith's explanation for the form of government, property rights, family structure, and virtue in his famous "four stages of history" theory. Additionally, several of his lectures in the Lectures on Rhetoric and Belles Lettres rely on this logic. 7 While these two interconnected methodological ideas are products of modern economics, their logic is apparent in Smith's works, and he applies them across a wide range of subjects.
Although we discuss many of these applications, the heart of our analysis focuses on two.
The first concerns Smith's explanation for the political economics of development during feudalism and draws heavily on this analysis in WN Book III and corresponding passages from the Lectures on Jurisprudence. He presents an equilibrium model of violence and low growth under feudalism, followed a comparative static argument that explains how the commercial towns escaped from that equilibrium. Smith's explanation for the escape from the violence of the feudal equilibrium serves two purposes. First, it embodies his larger approach to the politicaleconomics of development; and second, it provides a positive model of how certain normative goals are achieved -in this case, liberty, opulence, and security. Our second major application studies Smith's positive model explaining how self-centered humans sustain moral behavior.
Smith's positive approach to morality explains how normative moral judgments and behavior are sustained in practice.
One obvious and important feature of our argument warrants emphasis: Smith's equilibrium and comparative statics arguments constitute normative and positive political theory. This paper proceeds as follows. In the next section, we describe the equilibrium and comparative static methods using examples from modern economics, and we illustrate how these methods can be easily identified in Smith's works. We then highlight Smith's application of these techniques across key subjects: political economic development (section 3), morality (section 4), and language (section 5). We close the paper with a discussion of the implications of our approach for Smith's missing second book.
Equilibrium and Comparative Statics: A Brief Primer
In brief, equilibrium analysis involves two components: first, a description of a pattern of behavior generated by the interaction of people and organizations; and second, a demonstration of why the individuals involved have incentives to behave in a manner that preserves the pattern.
For an equilibrium to exist, therefore, we must show that, given the equilibrium behavior of all actors relevant to an equilibrium, each actor is best off choosing the behavior described in the equilibrium pattern (see Milgate 1987 on equilibrium; see also Milgate and Stimson 2009:78-87 ).
To illustrate these concepts, consider the canonical interaction between a buyer and seller in a market. This is a situation of "strategic" interaction, meaning, each individual has welldefined goals which typically conflict, at least partially. For example, both the buyer and the seller seek to "better their condition," to use Smith's phrase; the buyer wants to exchange at a lower price, while the seller, at a higher one. Each, we presume, is potentially better off with an exchange, at least within some range of possible prices. Each has a number of options or strategies from which to choose; such as announcing a price at which they are willing to exchange; each can walk away from the sale. If we hold constant a variety of environmental elements or what are now called "exogenous parameters"-say, the time of year, the price of related goods, the state of the economy-the equilibrium strategy of each actor (the buyer and seller in this example) is the one that, taking the other's strategy as given, does best according to the actor's specified goals.
Put simply, in an equilibrium, none of the relevant actors has an incentive to deviate from their equilibrium strategy. In the market example, an equilibrium exists when neither the buyer nor seller can be better off by changing his strategy: the grocer cannot make more money by raising or lowering his price; and the buyer cannot do better either by buying a different quantity or by going elsewhere to make her purchase.
Smith's theory of market prices (the short-term equilibrium) and natural prices (the long-term equilibrium based on production costs) in Book I of WN provides his rendition of this equilibrium logic in a familiar setting (see Ekelund and Hébert 2007:110-01 ). Producers will bring quantities of goods to market that try to approximate the effectual demand for that good (the quantity demanded at a given price), and "it is the interest of all those who employ their land, labour, or stock, in bringing any commodity to market, that the quantity should never exceed the effectual demand; and it is the interest of all other people that it should never fall short of that demand." If too much is brought to market the economic variables that go into making up the price of that good-rent of land, wages of laborers-have to be paid below the natural rate. Below effectual demand, the price paid for those inputs will rise, and "the quantity brought thither will soon be sufficient to supply the effectual demand. All the different parts of its price will soon sink to their natural rate, and the whole price to its natural price" ).
This canonical example of the price and quantity of goods bought and sold in a market reveals the logic that is foundational to Smith's works. Equilibria-such as the natural price of a commodity brought to a market-are central tendencies toward which all other forces (such as the quantities supplied and demanded of a certain good) are gravitating. As Smith writes of the natural price of a good, "but whatever may be the obstacles which hinder them from settling in this center of repose and continuance, they are constantly tending towards it" (WN I.vii.15:75) . It is Smith's goal-as is ours throughout this paper-to illuminate how these central tendencies emerge and the circumstances under which they are sustained, not just in the obvious settings of markets, but also in Smith's theories of society and politics.
Our discussion of Smith's economic equilibrium and comparative statics arguments thus far has not defined a specific type of equilibrium (for example, a Nash equilibrium, dynamic equilibrium, etc). As a number of economic and intellectual historians have recognized, the concept of "equilibrium" held a number of meanings by the time it had been introduced in the late eighteenth century (Milgate 1987) . Broadly speaking, the concept connoted a stable balance of forces in which there exist no tendency to deviate, similar to the idea formalized in a Nash equilibrium formalized in the mid-20 th century. However, in early economic theory, the concept of equilibrium also implied "an outcome that any given economic process might have been said to be 'tending towards'" (Milgate and Stimson 2009: 84-85) . Although Smith does not use the term, "equilibrium," in his theory of prices briefly mentioned above, the "configuration of values (relative prices)" forms the "center of repose" to which "they are constantly tending towards."
Thus, the notion that there existed central tendencies or conditions of natural convergence-and that these forces were in and of themselves principles or general rules-is essential to Smith's philosophical system. Equilibrium-and also comparative statics-are part of Smith's "central organizing category around which economic theory was to be constructed" (Milgate and Stimson 2009: 86) .
Comparative statics results arise when we consider the effect of a change in one of the exogenous parameters held constant in the equilibrium analysis. They characterize how an equilibrium shifts in response to the change in a given parameter. To return to the marketplace example, suppose that at a given income, the buyer will purchase two pounds of meat at the posted price. If her income falls significantly, however, she will purchase less meat, perhaps onehalf a pound at the posted price. The comparative static holds that as the buyer's income falls, she purchases less meat. many are willing to take it upon lower terms than ordinary, and wages of both servants and journeymen frequently sink." The opposite occurs in years of plenty .
Wages tend toward a complex equilibrium in which they are systematically higher for more difficult or risky tasks.
Smith's discussion of wages has all the elements of an equilibrium and comparative statics argument. Wages in a "neighborhood" must be the same or tending toward the same.
Otherwise, workers will alter their choices, deserting lower paying joba for higher paying ones.
For comparative statics, Smith's theory has a variety of parameters -riskiness of the job, constancy of the employment, etc. -and he explains how wages are affected by changes in these parameters.
Scholars have failed to recognize the centrality of equilibrium and comparative statics ideas to Smith's crystallization of economics as a science. These comparative static results are general principles that hold for every market, assuming a reasonable system of justice and that wages are not artificially constrained by law or violence. The examples in this section, by no means definitive or exhaustive, are intended to illustrate the intuition underlying equilibrium and comparative statics analysis that can be found throughout Smith's works. In the following sections, we elaborate on the various equilibria and comparative statics arguments that appear throughout Smith's corpus.
Smith's Analysis of the Feudal Equilibrium and The Political-Economic Development of Europe
As suggested in the introduction, Smith did not confine his use of equilibrium and comparative statics ideas to phenomena that are often viewed as "purely economic"-prices, wages, rents, etc. In fact, one of the most interesting equilibrium and comparative analyses he provides is an extended explanation of why certain societies emerge from and continue to develop after the feudal order, while others remain at an earlier stages of development. This section explains how Smith used equilibrium logic to explain why Europe endured such a long period of low-growth under feudalism, and how Smith explains the escape from the feudal order as a comparative static. As Smith explained, the violence associated with the fall of Rome and subsequent era caused a downward economic spiral as exchange-the necessary basis for the division of labor 9 The analysis in this section draws on the more extensive treatment of these issues in Weingast (2015a) , in turn drawing on Aspromourgos (2009,ch 5), Kennedy (2010,ch5) , Skinner (1975) , Winch (1978,ch 4) .
and hence of opulence in his theory--became more risky and vulnerable. No government could provide security except on a local basis. As Smith writes, "The king also found it absolutely necessary to grant the power of jurisdiction to these lords; for as he had no standing army there could be no other way of bringing the subjects to obey rules" (LJ(A) iv.119:246). No one could maintain peace; the great lords "were always at war with each other and often with the king, their whole power depended on the service of their retainers and tenents" (LJ(A) iv.126-27:249). In order to maintain some semblance of power and order, then, Europe adopted feudalism as the most natural and rational response to the political uncertainty and constant threat of violence (Moss 1979:85 ).
Yet feudal Europe continued to be characterized by violence, predation, and little economic growth. Investment, in Smith's view, was generally fruitless; indeed, to invest, improve, accumulate, and better one's condition was to become a target of plunder. As Smith writes, "the occupiers of land in the country were exposed to every sort of violence…to acquire more might only tempt the injustice of their oppressors" (WN III.iii.12:405). Moreover, Smith argues, peasants, the vast bulk of the feudal population, had incentives to eat as much as possible and work as little as possible . In sum, this constant threat of violence and predation inhibited economic development.
How was feudalism with a low level of economic growth sustained? Just as Smith outlined the parameters that influence the levels of wages, Smith's answer to this question also outlines key parameters that sustained the feudal order.
Our discussion focuses on violence as the most central of these parameters. Because no one could impose order, the lords were constantly fighting each other. To survive in this environment, surviving lords had to turn their surplus into military might in the form of vassals.
Failing to do so left a lord vulnerable to the plunder of other lords. As Smith characterized the era, the great lords "were always at war with each other and often with the king, their whole power depended on the service of their retainers and tenents" (LJ(A) iv.126-27:249).
A second key parameter is the form of property rights as the basis of political bargaining power. Relying on a similar logic, Smith shows why the feudal lords adopted an extremely restrictive code of property rights. Land was the dominant economic asset during the Middle Ages. Because land represented not only economic, but also political and military power in this period, 10 the feudal system's form of property rights was central to its survival. Smith explains how problems of security required that the form of property rights in land differ from those optimally suited for a market economy. Lords who deviated for the feudal system's property rights were worse off, because "to divide it was to ruin it." Similarly, peasants, living at subsistence, had no incentive to work hard, save, or invest. To do so risked plunder. In short,
Smith's explanation for the little-or no-growth feudal system relies on equilibrium logic.
Primogeniture, for example, was a key institution that placed a severe restriction on property rights during feudalism (Henderson 2006,ch8) . Because it prohibited a landholder from devising property to anyone but his first-born son inherit, primogeniture precluded both the equal division of an estate amongst all sons, and more generally, the ability of the landholder to devise property by will. In a commercial economy, primogeniture laws significantly hinder economic growth, but in the feudal environment of Europe, it was an indispensible institution to guarantee political security. Land was considered "as the means, not of subsistence merely, but power and protection," and as such, the security of a landed estate constituted the very protection of political power. As Smith writes about land, "to divide it was to ruin it, and to expose every part of it to be oppressed and swallowed up by the incursions of its neighbours" (WN III.ii.; pp. 838-83). Weingast (2017a) applies the same logic to other peculiar features of property rights in land, such as entails and wardship. In sum, the paramount nature of security forced feudal lords to adopt property rights that furthered this end, even at the expense of efficient production.
The logic of Smith's claim forms an equilibrium argument. Given the constant violence, to invest and improve was to become a target of predation. The highly inefficient form of property rights
Smith's discussion of the feudal equilibrium represents his answer to the question about why so many places fail to become opulent and develop. Individuals had few incentives to invest in capital improvements or new productive techniques because it risked being plundered. The ever-present threat of violence determined the form of political exchange which was based on land-holding; a particular form of land rights emerged to facilitate the local lords' ability to provide local security, even at the expense of long-term economic growth. In Smith's view, the feudal world was violent and poor, but stable. In modern terms, we variously characterize this equilibrium of violence as a "vicious circle of poverty" (Macfarlane 2000:98) or a "violence trap" (Cox, North, and Weingast 2017) . The agrarian feudal system failed to take the path to economic development, and no one in the feudal system had an incentive to deviate from their choices.
The emergence of towns and a new equilibrium. Smith's explanation of how
Europe escaped the feudal order and reached a new equilibrium-that of commercial society---is inseparable from his explanation of how the feudal order sustained itself. If understanding the no-or low-growth feudal society, then Smith employed a comparative statics argument to explain why this new order emerged and how it was sustained.
First, the rise of towns outside of the dominion of the local lords and kings reflected a new mode of political bargaining. Initially, towns were small and lacked power. Traders were often subject to the violence and plunder of local lords and king alike (Winch 1978,77 This environment fostered a critical, political exchange between the town and the king enabled the town to escape the feudal equilibrium of violence and low growth in exchange for revenue that strengthened the king related to the local lords. In exchange for taxes and military support for the king against their common enemies, the local lords, the king granted the town rights of political independence. This independence allowed a non-incremental revolution by which the towns secured their own laws and justice, to build walls and defend themselves, and to expand greatly long-distance trade (WN III.iii.8-9:401-02).
The towns' independence, growth, and ability to collaborate with the king required their ability to provide security through local military superiority (Winch 1978:76) . 11 Absent local military superiority, the towns would have succumbed to the plunder of the local lords rather than escaping the violence and low growth of feudalism. Long-distance trade afforded revenue to the towns to increase their military capacity; in turn, allowing the towns to extend their political, economic, and military reach into the local countryside. 12 The political exchange between king 11 In Smith's words, "The militia of the cities seems, in those times, not to have been inferior to that of the country, and as they could be more readily assembled upon any sudden occasion, they frequently had the advantage in their disputes with the neighbouring lords" (WN III.iii.10:403). 12 "By granting them magistrates of their own, the privilege of making bye-laws for their own government, that of building walls for their own defence, and that of reducing all their inhabitants under a sort of military discipline, he gave them all the means of security and independency of the barons which it was in his power to and town also enabled a revolution in liberty, commerce, and security-what Smith famously described as the establishment of "order and good government, and along with them the liberty and security of individuals" in the towns and the cities (WN III.iii.12:405).
We suggest that Smith's discussion of the transition from the low-growth feudal order to the stage of commercial society-with high growth and political security-takes the form of a comparative statics argument. Smith's arguments here are not as clear cut as his explanation for differences in wages. The parameters of interest for Smith's comparative static argument about the emergence of commerce are two: first, violence; and second, the new currencies of political bargaining between king and town, effectively, the king selling privileges in the form of corporate organization.
Smith's discussion of the transition to the commercial society explains how the form of property rights in land changed from one equilibrium stage (feudalism) to the next (commercial society). Commercial societies generated wealth through commerce rather than largely through land, and they provided security in a very different manner than the feudal obligations based on an exchange of land for military (and other) services. In the commercial economy, primogeniture was costly while producing few benefits. Commercial societies, therefore, did not hold property in this manner. Smith's comparative static leads to the conclusion that, as the mode of subsistence changes from agriculture to commerce, so too do the optimal rules of property rights.
This discussion reveals the logic of Smith's comparative static treatment of the growth of towns. In the context of the feudal equilibrium, the political exchange between king and town provided the basis for local military superiority. This military superiority underpinned the town's bestow. Without the establishment of some regular government of this kind, without some authority to compel their inhabitants to act according to some certain plan or system, no voluntary league of mutual defence could either have afforded them any permanent security, or have enabled them to give the king any considerable support" (WN III.iii.8-9).
escape from the violence trap. It also allowed a growing sphere of commerce, higher levels of the division of labor, and long-distance trade, all fostering the town's economic growth. Whereas investment by individuals living under local lords was subject to plunder, investments by those living in towns were protected by the towns' military security and liberty. In the presence of a stable order and security, economic growth of the towns accompanied the advancing division of labor and economic integration. The expanding sphere of security, in turn, raised the expected rewards from investment made greater division of labor and economic integration less risky.
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The simultaneous and non-incremental changes in liberty, commerce, and security allowed the towns to grow and become more powerful. ourselves should feel in the like situation" (TMS I.i.1.1-2,9). Sympathy allows us, to a degree, to understand the feelings of others and hence aspect of the basis for their judgments and motivation.
The Theory of Moral Sentiments
Smith also makes an important assumption about motivation; notably, that people desire approbation from others. As Smith famously wrote, we desire "not only to be loved, but to be lovely," we seek "not only praise, but praise worthiness," and we dread "not only to be hated, but to be hateful" (TMS III.2.1:113-14). The drive for approbation generates the incentives for an individual to internalize moral judgments; to gain approbation from others, to be seen as "deserving and obtaining this credit and rank among our equals is, perhaps, the strongest of all our desires," according to Smith (TMS VI.i.4: 212-13).
Smith explains these incentives in another way. In our search for "love and admiration," "[w]e must at least believe ourselves to be admirable for what [in others is] admirable." With respect to our "character and conduct," we draw "pleasure and contentment" when others see us as we wish to be seen. Further, their reactions confirm our own sense of self-approbation. "Their praise necessarily strengthens our own sense of our own praiseworthiness. In this case, so far is the love of praise-worthiness from being derived altogether from that of praise; that the love of praise seems, at least in a great measure, to be derived from that of praise-worthiness" (TMS III.2.3:114). The incentives-and deterrents-for moral behavior are clear. Punishment for violating moral norms is not confined merely to social disapprobation but is made all the more painful "by the torments of inward shame and self-condemnation." On the contrary, Smith writes that those same "vicegerents of God within us…always reward obedience with tranquility of mind, with contentment, and self-satisfaction" (TMS III.5.6:166).
The difficulty, however, is that people are self-centered and have trouble judging their own conduct. People naturally prefer themselves to everyone else, "So partial are the views of mankind with regard to the propriety of their own conduct, both at the time of action and after it; and so difficult is it for them to view it in the light in which any indifferent spectator would consider it." Smith continues, "This self-deceit, this fatal weakness of mankind, is the source of half the disorders of human life" (TMS III.iv.5-6:158). Put simply, self-judgment is an imperfect means for assessing the "morality" of our actions and whether they were "the right thing to do." But, as Smith writes, "Nature "has not left this weakness, which is of so much importance, altogether without a remedy; nor has she abandoned us entirely to the delusions of self-love." People have the ability to observe others, to sympathize with their feelings, to make judgments about their conduct, and to observe others' reactions to that conduct. They learn to avoid behavior to which everyone expresses "detestation" (TMS III.iv.5-6:158). As Hont (2015:40) explains, people learn social norms and the consequences of failing to follow them.
Smith's concept of the impartial spectator becomes the lynchpin in understanding how individuals equilibrate on certain moral norms. 15 According to Smith, the capacity to see ourselves impartially is central both to moral behavior and to receiving admiration and approbation from others. The impartial spectator allows us, to a degree, to see ourselves as others see us and hence to judge our thoughts and actions from the perspective of others. Although people are self-centered and largely concerned about themselves, they dare not act solely on this basis. Instead, people must strive to view themselves as others see them; they learn to "humble the arrogance of [their] self-love, and bring it down to something which other men can go along with" (TMS II.ii.2.1, 82-83).
It is not our task to provide a full reconstruction of the role and importance of the impartial spectator in Smith's moral theory; suffice it to say, however, that the device of the impartial spectator enables an individual to discern which behaviors bring approbation and which do not. It is through the impartial spectator that Smith states that the "general rules of morality are formed" (TMS III.4.5-10,159). Furthermore, when "when they are universally acknowledged and established, by the concurring sentiments of mankind," we argue that these general rules of morality constitute a moral equilibrium: sustained moral behavior that is acting in accordance with one's impartial spectator (TMS III.4.11:160).
To see that Smith's arguments support an equilibrium, consider a merchant selling goods to the public in a community that values honesty. A set of customers find it convenient to frequent the merchant. At base, the merchant may wish to cheat as well as he can each customer who walks through his door. But the merchant dare not behave this way because it violates the community's moral rules, even if the particular manner of cheating is not strictly legal. Smith says,
To abstain from what is another's was not desirable on its own account… you ought, however, to abstain from whatever belongs to me, because by doing otherwise you will provoke the resentment and indignation of mankind. The security and tranquility of your mind will be entirely destroyed… That other species of justice which consists in doing proper good offices to different persons, according to the various relations of neighbours, kinsmen, benefactors, superiors, or equals, which they may stand in to us, is recommended by the same reasons. To act properly in all these different relations procures us the esteem and love of those we live with; as to do otherwise excites their contempt and hatred. By the one we naturally secure, by the other we necessarily endanger our own ease and tranquility, the great and ultimate objects of all our desires. The whole virtue of justice, therefore, the most important of all the virtues, is no more than discreet and prudent conduct with regard to our neighbors" (TMS, VII.ii.2.9:297).
Cheating and dishonestly are costly to the merchant: it will lead to disapprobation.
Further, the merchant will gain a reputation for dishonesty, and he will lose customers to other, more honest merchants: "to be laying a plot either to gain or to save a single shilling, would degrade the most vulgar tradesman in the opinion of all his neighbours" (TMS III.6.6:173).
Because the merchant can sympathize with his customers through the device of the impartial spectator, the merchant can anticipate the reactions of others. He therefore has incentives not to cheat his customers. The described behavior of both the merchant and the customers constitutes an equilibrium: the merchant has incentives to behave honestly, and his customers return as their needs arise for his products.
We raise a final aspect of Smith's approach to moral behavior, the issue of self-command.
He argues that individual success in developed societies depends on two parameters, intelligence and self-command, the latter being the ability to control one's passions through constant reference to the impartial spectator (TMS IV.2.6:189). 16 The "union of those two qualities consists the virtue of prudence, of all the virtues that which is most useful to the individual" (TMS IV.2.6:189).
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The man of self-command "knows from experience, how few are capable of this selfcommand, he looks upon our conduct with a considerable degree of wonder and admiration.
16 A qualification should be made, as Smith's discussion is elaborate: self-command is not mere control of the passions, but rather, the constant identification with the perspective of the impartial spectator to decide what is the right behavior. We explore the role of self-command in the comparative statics of morality in the following pages. Self-command, according to Smith, is embodied in "the man of real constancy and firmness, the wise and just man who has been thoroughly bred in the great school of self-command, in the bustle and business of the world, exposed, perhaps, to the violence and injustice of faction, and to the hardships and hazards of war, maintains this control of his passive feelings upon all occasions..." For Smith, self-command is not a binary, but rather, a learned quality that is acquired over the course of one's life. So, for the man of great self-command, Smith continues: "He has never dared to forget for one moment the judgment which the impartial spectator would pass upon his sentiments and conduct… This habit has become perfectly familiar to him. He has been in the constant practice, and, indeed, under the constant necessity, of modelling, or of endeavouring to model, not only his outward conduct and behaviour, but, as much as he can, even his inward sentiments and feelings, according to those of this awful and respectable judge. He does not merely affect the sentiments of the impartial spectator. He really adopts them. He almost identifies himself with, he almost becomes himself that impartial spectator, and scarce even feels but as that great arbiter of his conduct directs him to feel" . 17 Smith also says: "The care of the health, of the fortune, of the rank and reputation of the individual, the objects upon which his comfort and happiness in life are supposed principally to depend, is considered as the proper business of that virtue which is commonly called Prudence" (TMS VI.i.5:213).
Hence arises that eminent esteem with which all men naturally regard a steady perseverance in the practice of frugality, industry, and application, though directed to no other purpose than the acquisition of fortune" (TMS IV.2.8-9:189-90). People naturally vary in their self-command.
Only a small group has perfect self-command (TMS IV.2.9:190).
It is worth underscoring one point. The mechanism of the impartial spectator is not simply a normative argument about what one ought to do, but a positive model about how moral behavior is learned and sustained. As a component of Smith's application of equilibrium and comparative statics, the idea of impartial spectator demonstrates how it is that a certain normatively desirable outcome-namely, moral behavior-can be achieved with a positive model that starts with a simple assumption that individuals seek social approbation. An understanding how moral behavior could be sustained was an inquiry "not concerning a matter of right, but concerning a matter of fact" (TMS III.5.6, p. 77). Our aim here is to show how these "matters of fact" come in a certain form of positive models-namely, equilibrium models-that ultimately explain normatively-desirable outcomes. In the next section, we highlight a few of the instances in which Smith explains the conditions under which these outcomes can change.
Comparative static arguments.
Although equilibrium arguments are more central to Smith's main purpose in Theory of Moral Sentiments, this work also contains several comparative statics arguments. To motivate these examples, it may be helpful to frame them as a question: How do certain types of moral behavior differ across circumstances and in response to changes in circumstances?
Smith raises an aspect of self-command in the form of a comparative statics on equilibrium moral behavior. In Smith's words, "The degree of the self-approbation with which every man, upon such occasions, surveys his own conduct, is higher or lower, exactly in proportion to the degree of self-command which is necessary in order to obtain that selfapprobation" (TMS III.3.26:147). Higher levels of self-command generate higher levels of selfappropriation.
Consider the merchant-customer equilibrium discussed above in the context of selfcommand. Merchants of impeccable self-command are the most honest. Smith argues that a person is more likely to be admired and hence receive approbation for honesty if she becomes an honest person than if she merely attempts to simulate an honest person. Of course people, merchants included, vary in their degree of self-command. Only persons with a high degree of self-command can become known for being an honest person. Smith's discussion of selfcommand implies that merchants with lower degrees of self-command will behave less honestly.
A merchant dominated by an avaricious manner, for example, may find it too difficult to reframe from cheating that he soon has no customers and must close his shop (TMS III.6.6:173). The comparative statics logic holds: the higher the merchant's degree of self-command, the more honest and hence the better the reputation.
Taking a step away from any specific virtue, though, we might ask, "What other conditions exist that influence an individuals' commitment to moral behavior?" Are some people just better at following the perspective of the impartial spectator than others by an accident of birth? Smith does in fact suggest a comparative statics of the impartial spectator to answer this question. An important characteristic differentiating people is the level of self-command. As
Smith writes, "The degree of the self-approbation with which every man, upon such occasions, surveys his own conduct, is higher or lower, exactly in proportion to the degree of self-command which is necessary in order to obtain that self-approbation" . People with less self-command have a lower ability to internalize admirable qualities and to follow moral precepts; they are therefore less likely to approve of their own behavior as well as receive approval from others.
Take the virtue of benevolence. Smith argued in TMS that individuals are motivated by self-interest tempered with benevolence (TMS VI.ii.1.17-18:224-25, VI.ii.3.1-6:235-37; and VI.ii.1.1-10: 219-22), but benevolence is not universal, unqualified, or random. Benevolence arises from affection and habituated sympathy, sympathy that arises through repeated interaction and closeness and which is stronger in some relationships than in others. Thus, we might say that benevolence and habituated sympathy depends on familiarity between actors. In Smith's words, habituated sympathy is strongest amongst immediate family, among whom it is "naturally and usually the persons upon whose happiness or misery his conduct must have the greatest influence. He is more habituated to sympathize with them" (TMS VI.ii.1.1:219). After family, a typical ranking is: next for their close friends, then professional relationships, acquaintances, and last strangers. Individuals therefore exhibit varying degrees of benevolence, in descending order through this list. Put in comparative static terms, this "familiarity principle" holds that the amount or degree of benevolence exhibited by an individual toward another increases with the degree of habituated sympathy. For any degree of familiarity of one individual toward a second, the first individual makes choices based on a mix of her own welfare and that of the second person. As familiarity increases, she becomes more benevolent toward the other person (Otteson 2002: 183-89; Fleischacker 2004: 66-68) .
A final example also reflects exogenous forces that affect an individual's commitment to moral behavior. Smith claimed that highly religious individuals are more likely to commit themselves to moral behavior; his logic takes the form of a comparative statics logic that makes religious belief a parameter of interest. A religious individual's faith in the afterlife can be seen as embodying the ultimate rewards of eternal heaven or hell. This faith can be interpreted as a set of greater rewards-or punishment-in an afterlife, and so "they necessarily acquire a new sacredness from this consideration… [that] the very thought of disobedience appears to involve in it the most shocking impropriety" (TMS III.5.12,170; see also TMS II.ii.3.12:91). The logic here, then, is that the addition of religious beliefs engages an additional force along side of an individual's capacity for self-approbation (and self-disapprobation); her motives to behave morally are even stronger. All else constant, a person of religious beliefs will choose morally on more occasions.
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In sum, the ideas highlighted here reveal Smith's explanation why self-interested people have reason both to conform to their community's moral standards and to internalize them.
Harnessing the power of the impartial spectator underpins an equilibrium, namely, the coordination of individuals in a community around moral behavior. The comparative static arguments involve in various circumstances or parameters that make equilibrium moral behavior stronger or weaker.
The reason we call these equilibrium and comparative statics arguments is because Smith builds each case from a set of fundamental assumptions about human behavior. The incentives to act according to the general principles of morality arise from an innate desire to win the approbation of others, to seek peace of mind and our own self-approbation, and to avoid the psychological pain and inner-torment that result from failing to behavior morally. Smith assumes that, all else constant, such general rules of how moral behavior arises in all communities, even if the specific moral precepts differ substantially across communities. Smith
is not a moral relativist; rather, he is a moral theorist who revealed how different people could derive principles of moral behavior in the same way, even as their moral standards differ. By way of building positive models to illustrate how certain normative goals could be achieved and sustained, Smith's moral science employed the same tools as his science of political economy.
Smith's "Considerations Concerning the First Formations of Languages"
In his essay entitled "Consideration Concerning the First Formations of Languages" (1761). Smith advanced a model of the language stability, and presents hypotheses about the evolution of language using the logic of equilibrium and comparative statics. 19 Communication is, at its heart, a classic example of a coordination problem (Laitin 1994) : what sounds should correspond to what objects, actions, modifiers, and ideas? In order to be understood, people "endeavour to make their mutual wants intelligible to each other, by uttering certain sounds, whenever they meant to denote certain objects" ("Languages" 1:203). Thus, a unified, agreedupon language solves the coordination problem by assigning a shared sense of meaning in the form of a connection between sounds and meaning amongst a given community.
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As in most complex coordination games, there exist multiple equilibria; that is, no unique means exist to solve the complex language-coordination game. Even the simplest coordination games, such as which side of the road to drive on, has two equilibria: all drive on the right; all drive on the left. The existence of so many different languages underscores this point. Because so many different languages exist that solve this same problem, no natural solution to the coordination problem exists.
How, then, is any one language an equilibrium? Smith shows that members of a community face both positive and negative incentives to adhere to a single language. On the positive side, an individual who uses the community's language benefits from the ease of communication with others. On the negative side, Smith explains, punishment mechanisms exist for deviation from standard usage. Many of Smith's illustrations involve parents correcting children, but adults naturally correct one another as well. Smith mentions that people are embarrassed when they make improper uses of the language, so they pay a "penalty" for a modest deviation in the form of social embarrassment ("Languages, " 33:220) . Individuals who make substantial deviations by failing to use the community's language pay a large price -they cannot be understood.
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We thus see the reasons why adherence to their community's language is an equilibrium;
for the same reason that people have incentives to drive on the same side of the road that everyone else drives on, it is very costly to a member of a community who deviates from the community's language. Taken together, the positive and negative incentives just described imply that each individual in a community has incentives to use the community's language, thus sustaining the coordination equilibrium. If, as Smith says, the value of language is to 21 Otteson (2011) describes this equilibrium: "For, first, there are rules of language. Language is not an anarchy with each person making things up for himself. Second, at any given time, most of the rules are commonly accepted; no debate is expected or even allowed. And third, infractions of the rules are usually noticed and frequently punished. Smith tells, for example, of the child learning to speak correctly: "A child that is just learning to speak, calls every person who comes to the house its papa or its mama" ("Languages," 1:204); and "A child speaking of itself, says, Billy walks, Bill sits, instead of I walk, I sit." communicate, to make ourselves understood, then significant deviations from a community's language make the deviator worse off. conjugations. Smith asserts that people who learn such a language from infancy can master it, "As long as any language was spoke by those only who learned it in their infancy, the intricacy of its declensions and conjugations could occasion no great embarrassment" ("Languages" 33: 220). But most adults who attempt to learn this sort of language find it too difficult to master. For 22 To many, the idea that language is a choice is ludicrous. Few who speak a language consider deviating.
True we argue, but this reflects the compelling nature of the equilibrium forces. As Laitin (1994) Taken together, Smith's equilibrium and comparative statics arguments illuminate our understanding of a key feature of human society, namely, the organization and evolution of languages.
Conclusion
In this paper, we have posed four interrelated arguments. First, we argue that equilibrium and comparative statics arguments can be identified throughout Adam Smith's entire corpus.
Equilibrium arguments explain how and why certain political, economic, and social outcomes are stable; comparative statics arguments explore the conditions under which these outcomes change in response to changing circumstances. (Phillipson 2010: 2). The equilibrium and comparative statics methods we have explored in this paper exemplify this uniquely Smithian method; they allow Smith to identify not just patterns and associations in these processes, but also to explain why these patterns were stable and why, under some circumstances, they changed.
Finally, our approach lends greater credence to the notion of an integrated Smithian project that extends beyond the realm of economics-despite our use of contemporary economic terminology. 24 Smith was singular in his approach to outlining the principles that governed Smith's reliance on this assumption does not confine his contribution to economics.
Smith sought to understand cooperation and conflict across the three distinct, yet interrelated domains of human behavior, and his major works capture those domains aptly: The Theory of Moral Sentiments as the work of the "moral" and "social" realm, the Wealth of Nations devoted to the "economic" realm, and the so-called missing book on Jurisprudence devoted to the realm of politics, government, and the law. Our account of Smith's arguments from across his different works illustrates their overlapping nature: achieving a new equilibrium of the commercial society required a change in the conditions of political bargaining; the formation and stability of language is inseparable from our desire to be approved of for following certain norms. The force of this paper is that Smith uses equilibrium and comparative static techniques in his discussions of each of these realms, thereby representing an important aspect of unity in his approach. 24 Many scholars in the literature discuss Smith's integrated project, including Fitzgibbons (1995) , Griswold (1999), and Fleischacker (2006) . Taken as a whole, then, Smith's works prove that a systematized approach to the study of human nature and human history was more than possible-it was profoundly enlightening. proportion to the produce of the land." [WN II.iii.9 :334]  Remuneration for effort affects how hard people work: "Our ancestors were idle for want of a sufficient encouragement to industry. It is better, says the proverb, to play for nothing, than to work for nothing. In mercantile and manufacturing towns, where the inferior ranks of people are chiefly maintained by the employment of capital, they are in general industrious, sober, and thriving; as in many English, and in most Dutch towns. 
